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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to Amendment: filed 07/26/2005, with acknowledgement of 
original filled 08/09/2000. 

2. Claims 1-24 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 9 and 17 are independent 
claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 5-9, 13-17, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jacobson et al (hereinafter "Jacobson"), US 5,970,489 filed 5/20/1997 inview 
of Fields et al. (hereinafter "Fields"), US 6,338,059 131 12/17/1998. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 9, and 17, Jacobson teaches providing an index 
server maintaining a permanent but dynamic index to hypertext transmission protocol pages 
and employing a hierarchical plurality of topic categories whose contents are maintained and 
updated by the index server in fig. 1, col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. 
Jacobson teaches permitting a user to specify any subset of the plurality of topic categories in 
fig. 1, 2, col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 line 15. Jacobson teaches a user controlling information permitting 
execution of searches of the index server in any category of the subset but only categories of the 
subset in fig. 3, col. 5 lines 16-46, and col. 8 line 3 - col. 1 1 line 26. 
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Jacob son does not teach adding the search information into a link that can be 
incorporated into a hypertext transmission protocol page. Fields does teach adding search 
information into a link that can be incorporated into a hypertext transmission protocol page in 
col. 1 line 65 - col. 2 line 17 and col. 3 lines 5-22. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Jacobson and Fields to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have implemented the user-definable region-set 
focused, keyword searching of Jacobson into a hyperlink as taught by Fields to have facilitated 
a user's search of an index as taught by Fields in col. 2 line 1-6 and col. £ lines 26-33 and as 
taught by Jacobson in col. 1 lines 43-49 and col. 1 1 lines 19-27. 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 13, and 21, Jacobson teaches allowing the user 
to rename one or more categories of the subset, as it will appear on the hypertext 
transmission protocol page controlled by the user in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 
line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 6, 14, and 22, Jacobson teaches allowing the user to 
rearrange hierarchicalization of one or more categories of the subset as it will appear on the 
hypertext transmission protocol page controlled by the user in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 
line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 7, 15, and 23, Jacobson teaches permitting the user 
within a branch of a hierarchy of categories to either include or exclude subcategories in the 
branch or both in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col, 5 line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 8, 16, and 24, Jacobson teaches wherein the user may 
specify any subset of the plurality of topic categories by the user at any time, whereby the 
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information is dynamically updated to correspond to the new subset in fig. 1, 2, and col 3 line 
1 - col. 5 line 15. 

5. Claims 2-4, 10-12, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jacobson et al (hereinafter "Jacobson"), US 5,970,489 filed 5/20/1997 in view of Fields et 
al. (hereinafter "Fields"), US 6,338,059 131 12/17/1998 as applied to claims 1, 9, and 17 above, 
and further in view of Kelley et al. (hereinafter "Kelley"), US 6,209,007 Bl filed 1 1/26/1997. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 10, and 18, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 
1, col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach permitting the 
user to propose addition of a hypertext transmission protocol page to the index server in 
conjunction with one or more categories of the subset and automatically adding the proposed 
page to the index server wherein the user can search the proposed page via the link information 
and wherein initially other users will not search the proposed page even if searching the 
proposed one or more categories. 
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Kelley teaches permitting a user to propose addition of hypertext transmission 
protocol page to an index server and automatically adding the proposed page to the index 
server wherein the user can search the proposed page via the link information and wherein 
initially other users will not search the proposed page in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 19-23, and col. 
9 lines 22-24. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to 
have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used 
the user URL index customization as taught by Kelley to have improved Jacobson and 
Fields so that the search index could have been customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 
line 19-23 and col. 9 lines 22-24. 
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Regarding dependent claims 3, 11, and 19, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 
1, col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach verifying that a 
uniform resource locator address for the proposed page is valid and that the proposed page is 
not already indexed under the proposed one or more categories. Kelley teaches verifying that a 
uniform resource locator address for the proposed page is valid and that the proposed page is 
not already indexed under the proposed one or more categories in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 19-23, 
and col. 9 lines 22-24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to 
have created the claimed invention. 

It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the user URL index 
customization as taught by Kelley to have improved Jacobson and Fields so that the search 
index could have been customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 line 19-23 and col. 9 lines 
22-24. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 12, and 24, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 1, 
col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach subsequently 
allowing other users to search the proposed page when searching one or more of the proposed 
one or more categories. Kelley teaches subsequently allowing other users to search the proposed 
page when searching one or more of the proposed one or more categories in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 
19-23, and col. 9 lines 22-24. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to have created the 
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claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the user URL index 
customization as taught by Kelley to have unproved Jacobson and Fields so that the search 
index could have been customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 line 19-23 and col. 9 
lines 22-24. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 05/10/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The reason is set forth in the current Office Action cited above and further view of 
the following: 

Brief description of cited prior arts: 

Jacobson discloses method of searching for documents on the World Wide Web, 
wherein a region in the web defines a space for a group of related documents, by providing topic- 
based hierarchical directories that allow users to navigate the topic/sub-topic hierarchy and pose 
keyword-based queries to locate documents classified under any specific topic of interest (see 
Jacobson co. 11, lines 35-40, col. 1, lines 25-35). 

Fields discloses a method for adding information into an element (i.e. link) of a new or 
existing webpage (i.e. a hypertext transmission protocol page - see Fields at page col. 1, lines 65- 
67 also see Fig. 1 A-4). 

Kelly providing individual customization to include only the subset of data that a 
particular user finds of interest and still retain the basic structure of the web page from the 
original document a customized web page containing information from other web pages 
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accessible by a client computer from an inter- or intra-net (i.e. allows user to add addition to a 
web page (i.e. a hypertext transmission protocol page) - see Kelly at col. 1, lines 20-25). 

Response to Arguments: 

Beginning on page 2 of the Remarks (hereinafter the remarks), Applicant argues the 
following issues, which are accordingly addressed below. 

Applicant's arguments, on pages 2-3 of the remarks that the references in 
combination, do not teach, particularly the Jacobson reference: 

(i) "Index server", 

(ii) " Hierarchical plurality of topic categories" 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. As for (i) and (ii), The examiner respectfully notes 
that, Jacobson discloses method of searching for documents on the World Wide Web, wherein a 
region in the web defines a space for a group of related documents, by providing topic-based 
hierarchical directories that allow users to navigate the topic/sub-topic hierarchy and pose 
keyword-based queries to locate documents classified under any specific topic of interest (see 
Jacobson co. 1 1, lines 35-40, col. 1, lines 25-35). 

It is noted that Jacobson' s method of improves a search in hierarchical structures, 
provides topic-based hierarchical directories that allow users to navigate the topic/sub-topic 
hierarchy and pose keyword-based queries to locate documents classified under any specific 
topic of interest, since the web server provides a group of related documents, as topic-based 
hierarchical directories (i.e. index) that allow users to navigate the topic/sub-topic hierarchy 
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wherein the documents classified under any specific topic of interest, can reasonably interprets as 
(i) "Index server " (ii) " Hierarchical plurality of topic categories " of the claimed invention. 

For further support to the above rejection, the examiner respectfully notes that, the Kelly 
reference provides a parameter for a search of design information from web pages on a network 
by user interacting with the work server wherein individual customization to include only the 
subset of data that a particular user finds of interest and still retain the basic structure of the web 
page from the original document a customized web page containing information from other web 
pages accessible by a client computer from an inter- or intra-net (i.e. allows user to add addition 
to a web page (i.e. a hypertext transmission protocol page) - see Kelly at col. 1, lines 20-25) also 
see Fig. 9-10 steps 700-880). 

Thus the Examiner respectfully maintains the rejection of independent claims 1,9, 17 and 
their dependencies for at least the reason cited above at this time. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc A. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 4103. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Quoc A. Tran 
Patent Examiner 
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July 21, 2006 




WHXIAWiB ASHORE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



